C.A.75-1996 - claim to burdensemenesa 9/25/76 


Dear Jim, 


There is a refrain going through all FBI affidavits, the claim to interference with 
the LBX's law-enforcement purposes by compliance with FOIA* Dugan has argued it* They 
also lie about it with the numbers* And while there is a volume, the claim is spurious, 
the situation designed to become what it has* 

The tfx Po3t has a 3tory yesterday headlined ,f Domc3tic Inquiries Gut 979^* M This 
story reports the testimony of the previous day by Kello# before the Senate Intelligence 
Committee* 

His figures for domestic-intelligence investigation, anathema to our system and for 
the period subsequent to their heal exposure, are illuainatingo 

On ^uly of 1973, the ^atergate-expesuro era, there were 21,414 domestio-intelli- 
gen ce oaee* ; 

The present figure is 62 6. 

And, of course, the courty has not gone up in xna smoke* Except over official crimes* 

This reduction represents the release of a very large number of agents ano lcerical 
employees* They could and should have boon used in FOIA /PA work and they were available, 
prior to the amending of the Act, for such training as may have been required* 

Thi 3 is to say that it is false to swear that FOIA interfered with the FBI 1 a 
other work, especially law enforcement* 

On trdLs basis I wonder if you want to move to expunge those affidavits as all 
fSasely sworn, in this way and in others to which X testified or you established in 
cross examination? I can see that we may be butter off with them in the record* I 
raise thd question only, 

ffin the investment of the FBI* a manpower, the Post’s sources say the very large figure 
was reached by "opening a file on ‘everybody who gets on a radical group’s mailing list*" 
This, of course, includes aa* The reduction is attributed to wordings out of "garbage 
eases*" Of course the classic example is SWP* They contonusd with that enormous time- 
waster until recently* That only could have supplied all the help needed for FOIA work* 

There was an acceleration in the reduction of this wasted work after 3/31/76. But 
by then the reduction had been 78$. Certainly seme of this released work-force could and 
ahould have been available for FOIA work, including this case* 

All of tills was known to tho defendant before the execution of these false, 
deceptive, misleading and propagandists affidavits* It was known to the Department, 
which issued guidlines restricting doraestiointelHgence investigations effectuve 3/31/76 
and the FBI, which had wade a 18j* reduction in domestic-intelligence cases before then* 


Best, 


